ingenuity? Not*in*the montfi of those who accept
Sayana's traditional interpretation. For if ever there
was a monument of arbitrarily erudite ingenuity, of
great learning divorced, as great learning too often
is, from sound judgment and sure taste and a faithful,
critical and comparative observation, from direct
seeing and often even from plainest comraonsense
or of a constant fitting of the text into the Procrustean
bed of preconceived theory, it is surely this commen-
tary, otherwise so imposing, so useful as first crude
material, so erudite and laborious, left to us by the
Acharya Sayana. Nor does the reproach lie in the
mouth of those who take as final the recent labours
of European scholarship. For if ever there was a
toil of interpretation in which the loosest rein has
been given to an ingenious speculation, in which
doubtful indications lave been snatched at as certain
proofs, in which the boldest conclusions have been
insisted upon with the   scantiest  justification, the
most enormous difficulties ignored and preconceived
prejudice maintained in face of the dear and often
admitted suggestions of the test, it is surely this
labour, so eminently respectable otherwise for its
industry, good will and power of research performed
through a long century by European Vedic scholarship,
What is the main positive issue in this matter?
An interpretation of Veda must stand or fall by its
central conception of the Vedic religion and the